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Response to Amendment 

Receipt is acknowledged of applicant's amendment filed 6/1 0/2008. Claims 2-4, 8-1 0, 
1 4-1 6, and 20-22 have been canceled without prejudice. Claims 1 , 5-7, 11-13, 1 7-1 9, 
and 23-24 are pending and an action on the merits is as follows. 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1, 5-7, 11-13, 17-19, and 23-24 
have been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

1 . Claims 1 and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Walker et al. 2003/0193696 A1 (hereinafter Walker), in view of Tajiri et al. US 
2002/0027926 A1 (hereinafter Tajiri), and in further view of Weaver US 
2003/0039248 

Regarding claims 1 and 7, Walker discloses switching (transitioning) a first 
gateway from a voice mode (Voice over Internet Protocol mode , VOIP mode) to a 
facsimile mode (Fax over Internet Protocol mode, FOIP mode) [Paragraph 10, Lines 3- 
5], comprising the following steps: 
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a. Configuring (setting up) said first gateway to said voice mode (voice 
connection) for communication with a second gateway, which is implied if 
a call is addressed for delivery outside of the IP network over a packet 
network (IP network) [Walker, Paragraph 35, Lines 15-21]. 

b. Receiving a plurality of UDP data packets from said second gateway over 
said packet network, which is implied based on Walkers description of 
sending UDPTL packets to media gateways ([Walker, Paragraph 52, Lines 
10-15]), 

c. Analyzing one or more of said plurality of UDP data packets to determine 
whether said one or more of said plurality of data packets carry UDPTL 
facsimile data packets [Walker, Paragraph 40, Lines 7-11, and Paragraph 
52, Lines 1-12], 

d. Configuring said first gateway to said facsimile mode if said analyzing 
determines that said one or more of said plurality UDP of data packets 
carry facsimile data packets, interpreted transitioning to facsimile mode 
based on a UDPTL facsimile detection [Walker, Paragraph 40, Lines 7-1 1 , 
and Paragraph 52, Lines 1-12]. 

Although Walker does disclose the reception of a UDP packet, it does not 
disclose that the UDP packet includes a UDP header and a UDP payload. 
However, Tajiri, discloses that UDP packets include a UDP header and a UDP 
payload [Tajiri, Paragraph 36, Lines 1-3] and that each UDPTL data packet has 
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predetermined structure ([Tajiri, Paragraph 27, Lines 1-3], wherein the structure 
comprises a UDPTL header and payload). 

It would have been obvious to combine the disclosed teachings of Walker 
indicating a combined VoIP and FolP communications network that uses UDP 
packets for the transportation of facsimile data, with the disclosure provided in 
Tajiri indicating that UDP packets had a predetermined configuration that 
contains a header and payload. The combination would have resulted in a VoIP 
and FolP system that is compatible with a UDP network. 

Although Walker, in view of Tajiri disclose a VoIP and FolP system that uses 
a UDP/UDPTL packets of a predetermined structure, the combination of Walker 
in view of Tajiri does not indicate that the header stores information relating to 
the length of the packet. However, Weaver indicates that the information 
regarding the length of the packet may be extracted from the header as well as 
calculated by some other means whereby both lengths may be compared to 
determine whether packets have been consolidated [Weaverly, Paragraph 22, 
Lines 11-17]. When taken in to view with the disclosure provided by Tajiri 
indicating that a UDPTL packet may be consolidated within a UDP payload 
[Tajiri, Paragraph 36, Lines 1-3], it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art to compare the length indicated in the header of a UDP packet with 
the calculated length to determine if a UDP payload includes a UDPTL packet. 
The comparison of length test would provide an additional means for checking 
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processed packets for proper classification, thus increasing the reliability of a 
network. 

2. Claims 13, and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being obvious over 
Walker et al. 2003/0193696 A1 (hereinafter Walker), in view of Tajiri et al. US 
2002/0027926 A1 (hereinafter Tajiri) and Weaver US 2003/0039248, and further 
in view of Yeom US 7,236,483 

Regarding claims 13 and 19, Walker discloses a method for use by a 
communication system for switching (transitioning) from a voice mode (Voice over 
Internet Protocol mode , VOIP mode) to a facsimile mode (Fax over Internet Protocol 
mode, FOIP mode) [Paragraph 10, Lines 3-5], comprising the following steps: 

a. Configuring (setting up) both a first gateway and second gateway to said 
voice mode (voice connection) for communication with each other, over a 
IP packet network (IP network) [Walker, Paragraph 35, Lines 15-21]. 

b. Receiving voice data by said first gateway, packetizing said voice data by 
said first gateway, in accordance with said voice mode, to generate data 
packets for transmission to said second gateway over said packet 
network, which is implied based on Walkers description of sending the 
voice call through the packet network to media gateways using the SIP 
protocol [Paragraph 62, Lines 5-16]. 
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c. Receiving a facsimile calling tone by said first gateway from a first 
facsimile device and configuring said first gateway to said facsimile mode 
from said voice mode, in response to said receiving said facsimile calling 
tone [Paragraph 3, Lines 8-14]. 

d. Receiving facsimile data (image data) by said first gateway (MG1 ) from 
said first facsimile device (G3FE1) and packetizing said facsimile data by 
said first gateway, in accordance with said facsimile mode, to generate 
said UDP data packets for transmission to said second gateway over said 
packet network, which is implied based on Walkers description of sending 
UDPTL packets to media gateways [see Figure 1, Elements G3FE1 (12a) 
and Media Gateway (14a) Paragraph 52, Lines 10-15]. 

e. Analyzing one or more of said plurality of UDP data packets to determine 
whether said one or more of said plurality of data packets carry UDPTL 
facsimile data packets [Walker, Paragraph 40, Lines 7-11, and Paragraph 
52, Lines 1-12], 

f. Configuring the gateways to said facsimile mode if said analyzing 
determines that said one or more of said plurality UDP of data packets are 
packetized according to facsimile mode, interpreted transitioning to 
facsimile mode based on a UDPTL facsimile detection [Walker, Paragraph 
40, Lines 7-11, and Paragraph 52, Lines 1-12]. 

Although Walker does disclose the reception of a UDP packet, it does not 
disclose that the UDP packet includes a UDP header and a UDP payload. However, 
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Tajiri, discloses that UDP packets include a UDP header and a UDP payload [Tajiri, 
Paragraph 36, Lines 1-3] and that each UDPTL data packet has predetermined 
structure ([Tajiri, Paragraph 27, Lines 1-3], wherein the structure comprises a UDPTL 
header and payload). 

It would have been obvious to combine the disclosed teachings of Walker 
indicating a combined VoIP and FolP communications network that uses UDP packets 
for the transportation of facsimile data, with the disclosure provided in Tajiri indicating 
that UDP packets had a predetermined configuration that contains a header and 
payload. The combination would have resulted in a VoIP and FolP system that is 
compatible with a UDP network. 

Although Walker, in view of Tajiri disclose a VoIP and FolP system that uses a 
UDP/UDPTL packets of a predetermined structure, the combination of Walker in view of 
Tajiri does not indicate that the header stores information relating to the length of the 
packet. However, Weaver indicates that the information regarding the length of the 
packet may be extracted from the header as well as calculated by some other means 
whereby both lengths may be compared to determine whether packets have been 
consolidated [Weaverly, Paragraph 22, Lines 11-17]. When taken in to view with the 
disclosure provided by Tajiri indicating that a UDPTL packet may be consolidated within 
a UDP payload [Tajiri, Paragraph 36, Lines 1-3]. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to compare the 
length indicated in the header of a UDP packet with the calculated length to determine if 
a UDP payload includes a UDPTL packet. The comparison of length test would provide 



Application/Control Number: 10/650,655 Page 8 

Art Unit: 2619 

an additional means for checking processed packets for proper classification, thus 
increasing the reliability of a network, but the combination of Walker, in view of Tajiri, 
further in view of Weaverly fails to disclose that the voice packets are UDP packets 
encompassing RTP packets. 

However Yeom, discloses that the VoIP packets are UDP packets encompassing 
RTP packets [See Yeom, Figure 2, Column 3, Lines 51-60]. 

Therefore, It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill to combine the 
disclosure the combination of Walker, in view of Tajiri, further in view of Weaverly 
indicating a VoIP system that packetized voice data into RTP packets, with the 
disclosure of Yeom, indicating that UDP packets may encompass RTP packets, to 
create a communication system for sending RTP packets across a UDP network, thus 
expanding the compatibility of the VoIP communication system. 



Allowable Subject Matter 



Claims 5-6, 11-12, 17-18, and 23-24 are objected to as being dependent upon a 
rejected base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all 
of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 
Regarding claims 5-6, 11-12, 1 7-1 8, and 23-24, neither Walker or Tajiri separately or 
combined, in addition to other related reference found during the examiner's search 
teach a method wherein said calculating said second length comprises: writing zero to 
said second length, adding two to said second length for UDPTL sequence number 
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field; adding one to said second length for UDPTL length of primary IFP field, reading 
UDPTL length of primary IFP from said UDPTL length of primary IFP field, adding said 
UDPTL length of primary IFP to said second length, adding one to said second length 
for UDPTL error recovery mechanism field, adding one to said second length for UDPTL 
number of secondary IFP field, reading UDPTL number of secondary IFP from UDPTL 
number of secondary IFP field, and adding, for each of said UDPTL number of 
secondary IFP, a length of UDPTL secondary IFP to said second length. In addition, to 
analyzing further comprises: comparing, prior to said calculating, an RTP type field 
within each UDP payload with a predetermined RTP type; and determining that said one 
or more of said plurality of data packets do not carry facsimile data packets if said RTP 
type field within each UDP payload does not match said predetermined RTP type. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1 , 5-7, 1 1 -1 3, 1 7-1 9, and 23-24 
have been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to LONNIE SWEET whose telephone number is (571)270- 
3622. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8-4. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Hassan Kizou can be reached on (571) 272-3088. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/L S./ 

Examiner, Art Unit 2619 



/Hassan Kizou/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2619 



